
February 27,201 3 

Via Overnight Delivery 

5949 Sherry Lane, Suite1900 

Telephone: (214) 210-5000 
Dallas, Texas 75225-6553 A -7 L” 

Arizona Corporation Commission 
Utilities Division Director 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
Attention: Director 

Re: Self-certification Letter - 
Arizona Corporation Commission - Decision #63552 as amended by 
Decision #69177 and 721 89; Docket Control #L-00000V-00-0106 and Docket 
Control #L-00000V-01-0109 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Gila Bend Power Partners, LLC (“GBPP or “Applicant”) submits this self-certification letter 
pursuant to the above Decision Number for the Certificate of Environmental Compatibility 
(“CEC”) for Applicant’s project in Gila Bend, Arizona. The construction of the subject power 
generation station and site referenced in the CEC Decision has been delayed due to market 
conditions. 

On or about December 5, 2006, the Arizona Corporation Commission issued Decision 
Number 69177 extending the expiration date of this CEC until February 7, 201 1 (the “First 
Extension Order”), and the CEC was subsequently extended to February 7, 2018 pursuant to 
ACC Decision Number 72188 docketed February 15, 2011 (the “Second Extension Order”). 
The First Extension Order added nine additional conditions to the existing CEC. The Second 
Extension Order did not add additional environmental conditions or others appropriate for 
annual self certification. As it has in years past, GBPP is filing this self-certification letter 
addressing the original CEC conditions and will file an additional August letter addressing 
GBPP’s compliance efforts as of June 30th with the CEC conditions contained in the First 
Extension Order. 
The activities relating to the initial conditions established by the CEC document are as follows 
and reference numbers correspond to the conditions as numbered in the original CEC: 

1. Construction and operation of the power generation station will comply with 
applicable air and water pollution control standards and regulations, and with all 
applicable ordinances, master plans, and regulations of the State of Arizona, the 
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County of Maricopa, the United States, and any other governmental entity having 
jurisdiction. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

I O .  

11. 

12. 

13. 

Applicant‘s CEC has been extended to February 7, 2018 pursuant to 
Commission Decision No. 721 88 docketed February 15, 201 1. 

Not applicable at this time. 

The Interconnect Agreement with the transmission provider will be submitted to 
the Arizona Corporation Commission when completed and signed. 

GBPP is a member of the Western Electric Coordinating Council formerly known 
as the Western Systems Coordinating Council. The Reliability Management 
System (“RMS”) generator agreement will be filed with the Commission as part of 
the control area operator‘s master RMS agreement. 

Not applicable at this time. 

Not applicable at this time. 

The NOx emissions requirements for the project, as established by Maricopa 
County, Department of Environmental Quality, as a maximum, will not exceed 2.5 
PPm. 

The design for the project will meet HUD or EPA residential noise guidelines or 
OSHA worker safety standards. 

The project substation and switchyard design is based on a breaker and one-half 
scheme. 

GBPP has entered into a Development Agreement with the Town of Gila Bend 
encompassing this requirement. 

GBPP’s plant construction planning will encompass plans for the utilization of low 
profile structures, moderate stacks, neutral colors, compatible landscaping and 
low intensity directed lighting. 

GBPP’s plant design will be consistent with the land management plan submitted 
as Exhibit A-8 filed among the papers of Decision No. 63552. In addition, GBPP 
will utilize natural screening along the entire southern and western boundaries of 
the plant site. 



Arizona Corporation Commission 
Utilities Division Director 
February 27,2013 
Page 3 

14. GBPP identified Arizona institutions of higher education with whom to partner on 
research activities regarding salt cedar-resistant vegetation, and will commence 
same prior to initiation of construction. 

15. GBPP has obtained a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility which meets this 
requirement, Decision Number 65886, which was extended to February 7, 2018 
by Decision Number 72176. 

16. The project design can accommodate two transmission lines emanating from the 
plant switch ya rd . 

17. GBPP is a member of WECC and monitors industry changes, activities and best- 
practices. GBPP entered into an Encroachment Agreement with a solar 
generator in order to facilitate the connection of the solar generators plant to the 
grid. GBPP is also involved in the Gila Bend Transmission Initiative. 

18. Not applicable at this time. 

The items of the CEC conditions not addressed in the above Self-certification Letter are part of 
the overall project plan, and will be included in the plan as required by the CEC document. 

Should you have any questions or comments, please contact the undersigned. 

Regards, 

GILA BEND POWER PARTNERS, LLC 

By: Sammons Power Development, Inc., 
Its Managing Member 

By: 
Heather Kreager, Presidnt 

cc: Arizona Corporation Commission, Compliance Section 
Arizona Corporation Commission, Docket Control Center 

147100 

Decision #63552 

Via Overnight Deliverv 
Via Overnight Delivery 

G:\CORP\Gila Bend Power Partners, LLC\17\030-Arizona Corp Commission Dec 63552 self cert Itr 2-1 3.doc 



GILA BEND POWER PARTNERS, LLC 
5949 Sherry Lane, Suite1900 

Dallas, Texas 752256553 
Telephone: (214) 210-5000 
Facsimile: (214) 210-5087 

January 21,2013 

VIA OVERNIGHT DELIVERY 

Arizona Corporation Commission 
Utilities Division 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

Re: 10-YEAR TRANSMISSION PLAN-201 3 

Gentlemen: 

Enclosed please find 13 copies of the 10-Year Transmission Plan-2013 for Gila Bend 
Power Partners, LLC. The project is on hold due to current market conditions, so the plan 
has not been revised since Gila Bend’s prior submission. 

If you need anything further, please let me know. 

Yours truly, 

HEATHER KREAGER 

HK:lk 
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Salt m e r  Project 

Gila Bend Power Partners Generation Project 
System Impact Study Report 

Indnskial Power Technology 0, on behalf of the Gila Bend Power Partners, U C  (GBPP) 
bas requested Salt River Project (SRP) to perform a system impact study that will assist 
GBPP 5 the determination of the Palo Vede transmission system and the WSCC 
intercm&ed system impact of inten;onneCting &e pqosed GBPP hemtian Project with 
the mother proposed Panda Gila River Genmtion Project's planned Gila River-Jojoba 500 
kV double circuit lines. These double Circnit 500 kV lines wiU be tied to the existing 
Hassa*-Kyrme 500 kV line. b n t I y 3  GBPP has proposed to build a combined cycle 
power p h t  of 833 MW in addition to the 2080 M W  of new generation power plant 
proposed by the Gila ~ v e s  panda Project panda) in &e same vicinity. ~n response to i i ~ s  
requesf SRP has canied out the stndy work accordingly, and documented the study results in 
tbis briefreport. * 

1 

. For this analysis, #he proposed size ofthe GBPP project was assumed to be 833 MW. 
Coincident with the developmeat of the GBW project, a separate genedim pmposal called 
the Gila River Panda Project (2080 MW) is also being developed and it wiLl be 
interr;m&ed to the Palo Verde transmiSsiOn system v ia  a doBble circuit 500kV h e  from 
the Gila River generation site to JOjoba, a new SWitchyaTd .that is being developed to 
interccnmeCt the two 500kV lines witfi the exiSting Palo Verde - Kyrene 500kV line. The 
GBPP pject will hterconnect with the system via a new, single circuit 5OOkV line to 
Watermelon substation, a new switchyard the GBPP plans to build, focaM approximately 2 
miles f h n  the Gila River Power facility. The Gila River2 Jojoba 5dokV lines will be 
looped into the Watemelrm swi.tchyard. SRP's system analysis assessedtbe system +act 
of both the Gila River Panda and GBPP gmmtion p j e c t s  on the htemmecied WSCC 
system- 

~ 

SRP's ady& focnsed on the capability ofthePalo V d e  area gansmission system tu 
deiiver a total of2913 MW ofnew generation from both proposed projects (GBPP and Gila 
River Panda) into the intercumected system The scope of the study wes tu identi@ any 
signScant systm impacts that may be caused by interconnecting the GBPP generation 
project mi& the Jojoba-Gih Rilver double circnit 500 kV lines, the Hast;iryampa-Kynme 500 
kV line, and their associated switchyards. This stndy did not ideniify any mitigation 
measllres that may be required as a resnlf of systexn impacts attributable to the GBPP 
h p t i o n  Project Therefore, neither a preliminmy plan of seryice nor a cost estimitc for 
intercom- the Proposed hemtion Project with the existing and planned 500 kV 
tramnhion system was pvided. 

2 
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Tbe purpose of this System Study was to assess the &pad ofthe G3PP projed on the Palo 
V d e  transmission md the integated WSCC FZN transrujssion system. The study is 
comprised of Wted power flow and stability studies, bu? does not indude any short circuit, 
post-transient power flow or s~bsynchronous momce studies. Any concIusions presented 
b m  this System Impact Study represat the Opjnion of S’RP and not necessarily the orpinon 
of the Pdo Verde Transmission System Engineering and Operating Committee. 

The fo’ollowing two transnnission configmations were assessed in this malpiss: 

The GBPP Project will be interconnected to the planned 3ojoba-Gila River 500 double 
circnit lines at a location approximately 2 d e s  frog &e Gila %vex 500 kV switchyard 
(Watermelon substation). This &ammission CORQ-UIZ&~ assmned that the Gila River 
Generating Project would install a 500/230 kV t ransfme~ at their Gila River 
substation to accommodate ill] interconnectiOn of the existing h%e&y-Gla Bend 230 
kV line. 

ConSgmation 2 repre&$ thesame 500 kV tmsmission c o n f i m m  as 
C d g m a t i t j ~  1, bowever, the 5003230 kV transformer at the Gila River 500kV 
‘su!~station was not modeled 

ZI. Review of Panda System Devdbprnent and Pertinent Study Results ~ 

Included in the ’Report 011 the preliminary Study FM t.he Palo Verde Intercoanectim’’ and 
‘SRepOrt on the Panda Generation Project S d t i v i t y  Study’, some technical shdy resutts 
pertineni to the Panda herat ion Project and the impad assessment of 3s system devdapment 
were dmmmted In a number ofdiEerent sections fhronghout h e .  reports. It shonid be 
pointed out these study d t s  varied depending npon the system canditipns, system 
models and .the Panda’s bmmissiw network used in those studies. The following table 
.smma&es the study results, associated information, and specific referenes 5-o.m these 
reports. 
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These previous study results revealed the following observations: 

1. For the 2003 heavy summer condition with the ad&tkm of Palo Verde-WeUa line, ‘Wew 
Generation” b the amount of 4,850 Mw can be accommodated by the Palo Verde 
traasmission system without M a Z i o n  ofa Panda 5001230 kV transformer. 

dispatched if the Panda project is intercoMeeted with the Arizona local 230 kV 
tranSaission system by h&aEug a 500/230 kV transformer. 

3 .  The Palo Verde transmissim ~~ linits were constrained by the respective c m h m  
rating of either the Hassayampa-N. Gila 500 kV line or the Hassayampa-Kyrene 500 kV 
line. 

4. The Palo Verde stability h i t  was d e t d e d  by a 3hree-phs-e fadt on the Palo V d e  500 
kV bus and a subsequent loss of both Palo Verde-Wesbktg SO0 kV lines. 

As mentioned in the slrmmary table above, the Panda sensitEvty studies were perfbrmed based 
on the foUowing assumptions: 

1. The Panda Gila Xver Generation Project 

2. The GaPP Generation Project was interconnected to the Hassayampa 500 kV Switcbprd 

2. Approximately 390 MW increase b tbe Panda Gila River Generation Plant output can be 

Gen) was the d y  project to inbrmmect 
with the Hassaya;mpa-Kpm 500 kV line. 

viaasingleckeuitt500kVline. 

3. The generaiion output for the Panda Gen and GBPP projects were not maximized The 
Panda Gen Project was dispatched in the ranges o€ 1250 MW to 1640 M W  and PDE Gen 

. Project was disp@ched at 550 MW. 
The emrent plan, as proposed by GBPP, is to interconnect with the Jojoba-Gih River 500 kV 
double circnit lines at an intersection about 2 d e s  north ofthe Gila aver  500 kV Swkhyad 
(Watermelon). Given these modifications in system npresmtaion, it was QW~SS~I-Y to perfom 
additional study w d  to assess the impact ofthese system m d ~ o n s  on the Palo Verde md 
the inierconnected WSCC system with rn emphasis on dispatching the mxximmn gendon  
for both Panda Gen Project (2080 MW) and GBPP Generation Project (833 MW). . 

ID. Conclnsions 

Based on the results of this impact &dy, the following was cwcluded: 

1. The maXimmn generation that can be scheduled ont dthe Gila fiwx vicinity to the 
. Arizona and California load ceaters is a fimctim ofbe  capability of some of the Pdo 

Verde transmission sySteni components. This transmission capabiiity is based 011 a thamet 
K M o n s  on either the Hassayampa- N. Gila line 500 kV h e  or the Hassayampa-Kyrae 
500 kV h e .  

X H  118)1101 V w b n  (C) 4 



a) The maximmn GBPP generation that can be accommodated by the Cdgmation 1 
transmission system (withmt fmda 500/230 kV transfomm) is a h t  583 Mw if the 
Panda Gila Ever generation is maximized at 2080 M W  ontput. 

b) The maximum new GBPP generation am be b m s e d  to 683 -hrMr for &e 
Confgnration 2 transmission system (w& Panda 500/230 kV transfornix) if the 
Panda generation was still at Its maximuBl output of 2080 hiiw. 

2. The interconnection ofthe proposed GBPP Generatian Project wi& &e respective amount 
of power schedule hoted in 3.a and 1.b above will not have any adverse impact OD the Palo 
Verde Nuclear Plant, its associated trawimisSion system, and the WSCC kterconnected 
system. 

3 The common conidor outage for a simultaneous loss of both Jojoba-Gila River double 
circuit 500 kV lines and a subsequent trip of combined lnaxirmrm gen&lion output (a total 
of 291 1 Mw) will not cause a stability problem. The ktmmected tmmpission system 
can withstand such CTitical outage without cawing wide spread cascading outages. The 
consepnenm of &is double Circuit outage is comparable to the restllt ofa simdheous trip 
of two Palo Verde generators. Both double Contingencies are acceptable and meet the 
WSCC Per€-ce Criteria Lmel C. 

4. The stability perfosmanm r e d h g  fiom a thze-phase fdt m the Palo Verde 500 kV bns 
and Wt cleared by loss of both two Palo Vede-WestWing 500 kV lines became less 
severe &e to power flow displacement €in these two a3b.l lines when m m  Panda'and 
GBPP g e n d o n  was dispatched ai the Gila River location, which is Mer away fiom the 
Palo Verde yicinity, 

- 

.W. Discusdon on Study Results \ 

(A) Power Flow h p s c t  
The following technical discussion is based on tbe various system conditions stndied and 
demonstraie no adverse power 3ow impact on the Palo Verde and the Southwest 
interconnected transrms * sion system due to the Gila River intermmtiion ofthe GEiPP 
Generation Project. 

1. donfignration 1 (Without Panda 500/230 kV Comelrtion): 

(See PF-TABLE 1) 
Benchmark System (Without GBPP Project): 
Far base case conditions, that included accommodation ofnew p d o n  of 4,650 MW by 
the Palo Verde transrms ' sion system, the heaviest loadings on both the Hassayampa-N. Gila 
and Jojoba-Kyrene 500 kV Lines were occmred They w m  reached Bt 100.5% and 100.4% 
of their confirmLms ratings, respectively. Neither N-1 contingency problem nor iow system 
voltages wei-e noted. 

Post-GBPP System with GBPP Project): 

5 J G H  11101101 VwsiDn (C) 
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For base case conditions wjtb 4,650 Mw of new generation that included the power 
schedule of 833 Mw of GBPP generation and 2080 W ofPanda Gila River generation to 
deliver to the Palo Verde transmissjon system, the heaviest loadings 011 both the 
Hassayampa-N. Gila and Jojoba-Kyrene 500 kV lines o c m .  Flow 011 these lines 
reached 100.6% and 106.4% oftbeir continuous ratings, respectively. A slight overload 
also occmred on the remaining Jojoba-Gila %er Tap 500 kV line (101.1% of its 
emergency rating) for loss of one Jojoba-Gila River Tap 500 bV line- 
Fmther studies indicated that these overloading problems wdd be. overcome ifthe GBPP 
generation output was rednced to 583 MW. As a result, the loading on the Jojoba-#yrene 
500 kV line was reduced to 100.3% of its contirmouS rating. The remhing Gila River 
Tap-Jojoba 500 kV line loading was reduced ta 91 -5% ofits emagency rating for a loss of 
one Gila River Tap-Jojoba 500 kV h e .  

1. Configuration 2 (With Panda 50W230 kV Connection): 

{See PF-TABLE 2) 
Benchmark Syster~ (Witbout GBPP Project): 
For base w e  conditions, that included accommodation of new generation o€5,040 MW by 
the Palo Verde 500 kV and local 230 kV transrms * sion systems, the heaviest loadings on 
both the Hassayampa-N. Gila emd Jojoba-Kyme SO0 kV lines o d .  Flows 011 these 

codkgency problems or low system vo1tages were noted. 

Post-GBPP System (With GBPP Project): 

For base case cmn&tiw with 5,070 MW of new genemtion lhat inclnded the power 
schedule of 833 MW of GBPP generation and 2080 MW of Panda Gila River genedon to 
deii.rter to the Palo Vede 500 kV and local 230 kV transmission systems, the heaviest 
loadings on b o 6  the Hassaympa-N. Gila and Jojoba-Kyrene 500 kV lines occmred. They 
reached 10022% and 104.6% oftheir conhum ratings, respectively. No overload 
oqmred on the remaining Jojoba-Gila River Tap 500 kV line (84.1% ofits emergency 
rating) for loss of me Jojoba-Gila River Tap 500 kV line. No voltage problems were 
detected for any N-1 contingencies. 
Frnther studies indicated that this overloading problem could be overcome if the GBPP 
generation mrtput was reduced to 683 MW. As a result, the loading on the Jojoba-Kyrene 
500 kV line was rednced to 1003% ofits continuous rating. The remaining Gila Rim 
TpJojoba 500 kV line loading was rednced to 79.0% of its emergency rating for a loss of 
me Gila gver Tap-Jojoba 500 kV he. 

. lines reached.lOO.l% and 100.0% of their continnouS rahgs, respectively. No M-1 

@) Transient Stability Impact 
The stability analysis based on the following various system conditiom indicated that no 
adverse impact 011 the Palo Verde plant stability and the integrated WSCC transmissiw 
system due to the interconnection of the GBPP Generation Project to the Palo Verde 
transmission !3ysmIL 
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3.  Configmation 1 (Without Panda 5001230 kV Comection): 

(See TS-TABLE 1) 

Benchmark S@m (Without GBPP Gen Project):. 

The following tkee N-2 conhgenCy vu&ges were established for stability benchmark 
per€txmmx using the pre-GBPP Project power Bow h i t  case: 

(a) Three-phase fkdt at the Jojoba 500 kV bus with outage of two Jojoba-Gila River 500 

@I) A simultaneoas trip oftwo Palo Verde gmmtm floss ~ f 2 9 0 9  MW geneiation) 

kV lines and a subsequent trip Panda generation of2080 MW 

(c) b e - p h a s e  fault at &e Palo Verde 5 0 0  kV bus with ontage of two Pdo Verde- 

For the Pre-GBPP Project barn qshq the stability d t s  showed that all three N-2 
contingency outages were stable and damped. The w m t  c a ~ e  was a SimUItaneuus loss of 
two Palo Verde g m d m  (loss of 2809 Nzw genemiion)). This case resolted in B 
nuxbnm transient voltage dip ofO.86 P.U. (22% deviaiiOnj at the Mdin 500 kV bus. The 
next worst case was a threephase fidt at the Palo V d  500 kV bus and fault c l d  by 
the loss of two Palo Verde-Westwing SO0 kV circuits. This case resulted m maximnm 
voltage dips of091 P.U. (15% devidim) and 0.92 P.U. (16% devktion) respectively, at 
the Palo Verde and Malin 500 kV bnses. The least critical case was a three-phase fault at 
the Jojoba 500 kV bus with outage of two Jojoba-Gila River 500 kV Circnits and a 
subsequea trip of 2080 MW of Panda genmtim This case caused B nuximum tmnsimt 
voltage dip o€ 0.95 P.U. (13% devk&o~) at the MaLin 500 kV bus. 
PoSt-GBPP@33 Project system with a P P  Project): 
All three contingency outages simulated for the Pre-Pmject system were also tested in &e 
Post-Project systan. AJl stabilityresults were stable and damped The worst case was a 
three-phase fix& at +he Jojoba 500 kV bus with outage of two Jojoba-Gila River 500 kV 
circaitS and a subsquat trip of about 2900 M Y  of combined Panda and GBPP 
generation. This case d t e d  in a maximum transient voltage dip of 0.81 P.U. (27% 
deviation) at the PAalin 5.00 kV bas. The next worst case was a simnltaneons loss of two 
Palo Verde generators (loss of2809 Mw genmtim). Tbis case resnlted m a maximurn 
transient voltage dip of0.86 P.U. (22% deviation) at the Malin 500 kV bus. The least 
critical case was a three-phbe hult at the Palo V d e  500 kV bus with fault c l d  by the 
loss of two Palo Vede-Westwing 500 kV circuits. This case resulted in maxirrmm voltage 
dips of 095 P.U. (11% deviation) and 0.98 P.U. (10% deviation) Fspectively, at the Pdo 
Verde and Malin 500 kV buses. 

Westwing 500 kV lines 

2. Configuration 2 (W€# Panda 5001230 kV Corndon): 

7 JGH 3 1B11Oi Vet$& IC) . 
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SaM River Project 

(See TS-TABLE 2) 

Beachmark S-ysitem (Witbout GBPP Project): . .  

Tbe €ol.lowhg three N-2 contingency a g e s  were established for stability b e n c h k  
PerfDrmancc using the pre-GBPP Project power flow limit case: 
(a) Three-phase fdt at the Jojoba 5M) kV bus with mtage of two Jojoba-Gila River 500 

(b,) A s.imuJtanems #rip of two Palo Verde gaerators (loss of 2809 MW generation) 

(e) Three-phase fault at the Palo Verde 500 hV bu,s with outage of two Pdo Verde- 

For the Pre-GBPP Project benchmark system, the stability results showed that all three N-2 
cOrrtingemy outages were stable and damped. The w& case was B simultaneous loss of 

. two Palo Vmde generators (loss of 2809 MW generation). .This case redted in a 
Hlaximum transient voltage dip of 0.86 P.U. (22% deviation) at the Malin 500 kV bus. Tne 
next worst case was a tfnee-phase &dt at the Pdo V d  500 kV bus and €a& cleared by 
the loss oftwo Palo Verde-Westwing 500 kV Cirmits. This case resulted in JILaximum 
voltage dips of0.95 P.U. (11% deviation) and 0.98 P.U. /If% deviation) Zespeckively, at 
the Pdo Veide and M a b  500 kV bnses. The least Csitid w e  was a three-phase fault at 
the Jojoba 500 kV bus with autage of two Jojoba-Gila River 500 kV Circuits and a 
su-ent trip of 1560 MW ofPanda ge;oeratiOa. Tbis case caused a maximum transient 
voltage dip of0.98 P.U. (13% dsviatiOn) at the Malin 500 kV W. 

BV kes and B subseqnent trip Panda generation of 1560 M Y  

Westwing 500 kV h e s  

Post-GBPP(833 MW) Project System with GBPP Project): 
All three contingency outages M a k d  for the-Pre-h.oje'ct system were also tested in the 
Post-Project system. All stab- resalts wae  stable and damped. The wor& case was a 
shn.sltaneons loss o€two.Palo Verde gmmtm (loss of 2809 MW). This case resalted in a 
maxjlTnusl transient voltage dip ofO.86 P,U. (22% deviation) at the Malin 500 kV bus. The 
nefi worst case was a kesphase &u€t at the Jojoba 500 kV bus with outage of two 
Jojoba-oila River 500 kV Circuits and a subsequent trip of about 2393 MW of combined 
Panda and GBPP gm&tions. This case caused a h transid voltage dip of 0.90 
P.U. (1 8% deviztion] at the Malin 500 kV bus. The I& critical WE was a three-phase 
fadl af the Palo Verde 500 kV lxrs with faalt cleared by the loss of two Palo V d e -  . 
Westwing 500 kV Circnits. This-case nsnlted maXirmrm voltage dips of 0.95 P.U. (1 1% 
deviation) and 0.98 P.U. (10% deviation) respdvdy, at the Palo V d e  and Matin 500 kV 
bus&. 
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Exhibit 1 shows a one-he system diagram of transmission altem6ves associated with the 
GBPP ktercmection. 

1 PF-Table 1: Power Flow Impact %ith And Without GBPP (833 

wi&mt &e Panda Glla fiver 500/230 KV Tmsformer) 

2, TS-Tablel: Stability lmpact With And Without GBPP (833 

(Witlxmt the Panda Gila River 500/230 KV Transformer) 

Project 

Project 

3. BF-T~IYI~ 2: power HOW Impact with ~ n d  Wiit_hmt GBPP (833 MTQ ProjeGt 

with the Panda Giza River 500/230 KV Transformer) 

2. TS-Tabla 2: Stability Impact With And Without GBPP (833 MW) Project 
(With rrhe Panda Gila River 5001230 KV Tmfomer) 
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